REMARKS 

In the Office Action dated April 5, 2004, the Examiner noted that References 
AA and AD in the Information disclosure filed February 17, 2004 appeared to be in 
error. It was in any event necessary to file another Information Disclosure Statement 
to make references of record that were recently cited during examination of the 
counterpart British application, and the correct references, that were originally 
intended to be submitted as references AA and AD, have been correctly cited in this 
Second Information Disclosure Statement. 

Claims 1, 2, 7-16, 23 and 25 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §1 02(b) as being 
anticipated by Otsuka. Claims 3-6, 17-22 and 24 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
§1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Otsuka in view of Takenouchi and Hayes et al. 

In substantiating the rejections based on the Otsuka reference, by itself or in 
combination with other references, the Examiner stated that the elements designated 
in the Otsuka patent reference numerals 6 would correspond to the carrier in the 
subject matter of independent claims 1 and 23 of the present application. Applicant 
does not agree that the carrier in independent claims 1 and 23 as originally filed 
reads on the element 6 in the Otsuka patent. Each of claims 1 and 23 requires that 
the units (plural) be attached to the carrier, meaning that both of the structural units 
must be attached to the carrier. The most that can be said of the elements 6 in the 
Otsuka reference is that each core has its own carrier (i.e. its own elements 6), but 
there is no carrier to which "said units" (i.e. both units) are attached. Independent 
claims 1 and 23, however, have been amended to emphasize this point by 
describing the carrier as being a "unitary carrier," which even further precludes the 
"unitary carrier" of amended claims 1 and 23 from reading on the separate and 
distinct elements 6 in the Otsuka reference. 



In the embodiment shown in Figure 9 of the Otsuka reference, there is 
disclosed an element 13 referred to as a "coupling jig" which is used to temporarily 
connect the two gradient coil cores together while they are being inserted into the 
cavity of the basic field magnet. As its name "jig" implies, however, this element is 
only used to assist in fitting the two cores together into the cavity of the basic field 
magnet, and after this procedure is completed, the coupling jig 13 is removed. This 
is explicitly stated in the Otsuka reference at column 6, lines 48-50. 

In order to prevent the "unitary carrier" of claims 1 and 23 of the present 
application from being interpreted as reading on this coupling jig 13 in Otsuka, claim 
1 has been amended to make clear that the carrier is retained in the cavity of the 
basic field magnet after the overall assembly is inserted into that cavity, and the 
carrier is adapted for mounting the assembly to the cavity. Therefore, the carrier 
forms a part of the actual mounting arrangement that holds the assembly in the 
cavity, unlike the coupling jig 13 in Otsuka which, as noted above, is only temporarily 
used to connect the two cores, and plays no role in mounting the overall assembly to 
the cavity. Claim 23 has been similarly amended to make clear that the gradient coil 
assembly is disposed in the cavity as a whole (meaning that it includes the unitary 
carrier at all times) and claim 23 also has been amended to state that the gradient 
coil system is mounted to the cavity via the carrier. 

In view of these amendments to independent claims 1 and 23, Applicant 
respectfully submits that the Otsuka reference does not disclose all of the elements 
of those claims as arranged and operating in those claims, and therefore the Otsuka 
reference does not anticipate either of claims 1 or 23. Claims 2 and 7-16 depending 
from claim 1, and claim 25 depending from claim 23, add further structure to the 
novel combinations of claims 1 and 23, and therefore none of those dependent 



claims is anticipated by Otsuka for the same reasons discussed above in connection 
with claims 1 and 23. 

With regard to the rejection of claims 3-6, 17-22 and 24 under 35 U.S.C. 
§1 03(a) Applicant submits that even if the Examiner's statements regarding the 
teachings of the secondary Takenouchi and Hayes et al references are correct, it is 
the position of the Applicant, in view of the above arguments regarding claims 1 and 
23, that even if the apparatus in Otsuka et al were modified in accordance with the 
teachings of Takenouchi and Hayes et al, the subject matter of dependent claims 3- 
6,17-22 and 24 still would not result, since each of those dependent claims 
embodies the subject matter of independent claim 1 or independent claim 23 therein. 
The same arguments discussed above with respect to claims 1 and 23, therefore are 
applicable to the rejection under 35 U.S.C. §1 03(a). There is no teaching in either of 
the secondary references to employ a carrier in the Otsuka reference as now set 
forth in amended independent claims 1 and 23. 

All claims of the application are therefore submitted to be in condition for 
allowance, and early reconsideration of the application is respectfully requested. 
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